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1. The closing date for solicitation NOO174-98-R-0019 is hereby
extended to 1 p.m local tinme on 23 March 1998. Subm ssion after
this date and tinme will not be accepted in accordance with FAR
52.215-1 “Instructions to Oferors - Conpetitive Acquisitions
(GCct 1997)” regarding late offers.

2. The follow ng answers are provided to questions received
within the tine frame allotted for questions by the solicitation:

QL. The scope of the solicitation is broad and non-specific
(Page 7; paragraph 1-2); as is the nature of these types of
contracts. Therefore, allowances for cost estimates relating to
specific test equi pnent required depends on the scope
of the task orders yet to be defined. Paragraph H 6 on page 27
is therefore vague. |Is it the governnents intention to provide
all reasonable elements required for the acconplishnment of the
task?

Al. Unless otherwise provided in the delivery order, the
contractor is expected to have all required facilities/equipnent
to acconplish delivery order tasks under this contract. C ause
H 6 - Governnent-Furni shed Property, is included to provide for
t hose uni que situations which require the use of Governnent
Property.

@. Paragraph 52.215-6 on page 46 requires the bidder to
specify all the facilities. Does the governnent then desire to
specify qualifications on the location of the facilities?

If so, what are the criterion used? Can governnent facilities
currently used to eval uate weapon systens be used in this
contract?

A2. There is not a facilities criterion specific to this
contract. W do need to know that the contractor has facilities
that could, if needed, support tasks under the resulting
contract. An offeror should not plan to use Governnent
facilities. Oferors can state what support they provide
utilizing governnent facilities under prior contracts, however,
it should be assuned that those facilities would not be avail able
for use on this contract.
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B. Page 4, Section B, Note: prescribes other direct costs
in the armount of $100,000 for travel and $50,000 for material for
each year. Are offerors to provide detailed cost data supporting
each of these line itemanobunts? Are these figures not-to-exceed
anounts, i.e., inclusive of applicable burden(s)?

A3. O ferors are not required to provide cost data
supporting the estinmates provided by the Governnent. Burdens, if
any, applied by the contractor to these estinmtes nust be
explicitly stated and support ed.

4. Pages 52 and 63, itens L.10 and M4, direct offerors to
identify where they are substituting previous approved Single
Process Initiatives (SPIs) for specified requirenents. W are
unfamliar with SPIs.

A4. These clauses are only applicable to contractors with
approved Single Process Initiatives. Your evaluation wll not be
affected if SPIs do not apply.

@b. Oferors are repeatedly warned that taking exception to
any termor condition of the RFP may render that proposal
unaccept abl e. However, page 53, itemL.11, Note: states that
cover letters, which are only necessary when taking exceptions,
are included in page limtations. Uncertain of the Governnent’s
receptivity to posed exceptions, it behooves us to address
exceptions through clarifications. Page 35, iteml.59
i ncorporates FAR 52.232-9, “Limtation on Wthhol ding of
Paynments.” |In alignnment wth DFAR 252. 232- 7004, “DoD Progress
Paynent Rates,” Coal escent requests consideration to substitute a
progress paynent and |iquidation rate of 95 percent for snal
di sadvant aged busi ness concerns vice the progress paynent and
liquidation rate of 85 percent associated with | arge business.

A5. DFAR 252.232-7004 is not incorporated into the
solicitation (used in fixed price contracts under which the
Governnment will provide progress paynents based on costs). This
solicitation will result in a cost plus fixed fee type contract.
FAR 52.232-9 requires no clarification.

. |Is there a page limtation for the Corporate Experience
Matrix, Parts 1 and 2, which is included in Volune I1?

A6. No.
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Q7. Is there a page limtation for the Corporate Resource
Matrix (Attachment 3) which is included in Volunme I1?

A7. No.

@B. Page 55, itemB.2, Key Personnel, states that offerors
are to provide a mninmum of one and a maxi mrum of two resunes for
each position. For those key | abor categories which have
estimated yearly hours exceedi ng one nman year, such as the Seni or
Mat h Model er (3,792 hours), are two resunes required to be
responsive and conpliant? WII the nunber of resunes offered for
t hese categories affect the proposal scoring? Mist we offer two
properly qualified resunmes to attain the highest possible score?

A8. The min and max requirenent is the sane regardl ess of
the hours, one resune will nmake a bidder conpliant. The nunber
of resunes is not as inportant as the resunes thenselves. Each
resune will be evaluated separately, if a bidder offers two
resunmes and one is excellent and one is good, they both will be
taken into consideration when determning the overall score. |If
you offer two resunes that carry a high rating then two resunes
woul d give you the possibility of a higher score, however, if you
offer two resunes and one does not score high, it may drop your
overall rating. The limtations of the resunes were neant to
give bidders the flexibility to offer the best overall resources
for the tasks.

@. In the Personnel Resource Matrix, regarding the |ast
si x colums which reflect Statenment of Wrk areas, are these
colums to be filled in with years of experience for each col um,
or sinply marked with an “x” to show experience in that specific
ar ea.

A9. Sinply mark with an "x."

3. The following is a list of contractors and their internet
addresses who have shown interest in this solicitation:

1. Advanced Systens Technol ogy, |nc.
ast cor p@st corp. com

2. Noesis Inc.
ASul | i van@Noesi s-1 nc. com
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Bob Syl vain
syl vai nr @t corp. com

CNJ VST
CNJ_VEST@! assi c. msn. com

Dschul 5620a0l . com
Dschul 5620@ol . com

DTar qui ni aol . com
Dt ar qui ni @ol . com

Frank Bessenyei
Fbesseny@sf |l . gnu. edu

George Stat hopoul os
atrhost! gst at h@unet . uu. net

G AQJOHNaol . com
G QAJOHN@ol . com

Hi sEvai ne
AOL(htt p: // www. aol . com
Hi sEvai ne@uol . com

Joyce Fi nney
Fi nney_J@ENDVARK. COM

Joanne Br ani n
JoanneB@EPSCORP. com

John Granat a
j ohng@er vi cescorp. com

KCAI | ncaol . com
KCAI | nc@ol . com

Marv Elliott
trantech., inc.
marv_elliott@rantech-inc.com

Monty Benenhal ey
nbenenhal ey@ csdesi gn. com

PAGE 5 OF 7



AMENDMENT 0001 TO SOLICITATION NO0174-98-R-0019

17. MSSI WASH
AOL(http://ww. aol . com
MSSI WASH@ ol . com

18. PICSD
ACL(http://ww. aol . com
Pl CSD@ol . com

19. setterpop.erols.com
setter @op. erol s. com

20. sspowel |
Strategi c Technol ogi es, Inc.
sspowel | @I ash. net

21. PCA
Tacket t pca@ol . com

22. Conprehensi ve Technol ogi es I nc.
Bill _MCeney@ti.com

23. Col unbi a Research Corporation
COLRESCORP@EROLS. COM

24. National Technol ogi es Associ ates, Inc.
RSM TH@agl el. eagl enet . com

25. VSE Corporation
W | son_G egor y @/SECORP. com

26. SAA International, LTD
sadel man@sa-intl.com

27. telestar Corp
Tel est arcorp@wr | dnet. att. net

28. General Scientific Corporation
shea@mi | gsc. gensci cor p. com

29. Epoch Engi neering, Inc.
NYAH@EROLS. COM

30. Vector Research Inc.
ellisf@rinet.com
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31. VTEC Laboratories Inc.
71072. 2246@onpuserve. com

32. SDS International
ggenni n@dsl i nk. com

33. PRC
cottons_robert @rc.com



